Rt. 8, Frederick, Md. 21701 
301/473-8186 
5/14/74 


Mr. Ron 2losser 
17i2 N St., Mw 
Washington. U?C, 


Dear lon, 


I got to read mout of the lesenko documents I got for you while I was waiting for 
the doctor yesterday. I had decided to tape a fairly long commmication to you after 
Supper but tiis became impossible Jecause ot telelphone calls. As a result of one 
I may have for you by the weekend an alifidevit that may or way not be of use to you, 
filed in “as Vegas in the Johany Meier ease ami executed in Nexico City by one Virgino 
Gongalez and a lawyer =.aned Villanueva. You imow people to whem it may be of interest 
if it is not of help to you in the case of your ummaned clicnt who, were 1 to make 
a wild guess, may know ue. (Hn inteliigent, slightly portly gentleman with a sood 
Command ct English and a heavy Russian accent.Qne not without his ow knowledge 
of intelligenes. ) 


Because there now alse will aot be time to put this all on tape as a substitute 
this hasty letter on the chinec i+ can resch you before this weckend if ycu do come 
up and as an aid to my own memory if you do not. i am into much too auch, Can t keep 
all in mind any sore, and I do forget. So, please donat sisunde:stand anything in what 
you may takes as the tone as I rush throuzh this befors the sun in order to do it. 
And if 1 have to mail it prior to correction, I'll have a corrected copy I'll exchange 
* for. I'll ask my wife to read it after she gets up and I am doing other things, 

with my terrible typing know the mistakes I make automatically. 


I told Jim yesterday that you could help this case much by filing two FOI suita 
for me. They'll be for you and your client, too, but there are only three people I 
know who could be the right client and the other two are unavailable to you but coud 
help ma. 


» 
3 Before I forg#6, I strongly encourage you to get from C55 at least the sound of 
Dan Sehorr's aired interview with Mcone I think this past Saturday night. 


Speaking not as a law$er, which I aw not, but from jong experience, which I havem 
and as an atuy analyst, which is where i GRE in this business, at some point you are 
going to want to impeach the hitherto wilapexuchable. fou will surely want that inter 
view, if they give you only what they aired, if you get into court and perhaps prior 
to that, depending on how you handle your case. I presume you'll also want to impeach 
both the federal agencies and Nosenko. You can and these docunemtns I have for you now 

Can serve either te impesch both or to divide them or both. . 


{ think you will want other records that can be availabis through these FOI suits, 
One is for thdsecret evidence in the Heine case in foceral distrigt court in “altimore 
(Roszel thomsen, jud@e) on which I have » and if you'd like 
will undertake to get what the Baltimore papers have in their morgues on it. it is 
going to be usec agninst you anyway, as precedent. The file I have is of a couple of 
Clippings only but it will give you the thrust an: the mumes of the lawyers. “his 
crosses into my ixterest,‘ of vhich im was to have spoken to you a while back, 


There should be an FOI suit against both the FBI and the Cla over these Nosenko 
documents. In the trial if not in the #01 suit you can have a lawyer's dream of a 
fun day with what you can do with all these lying, selective, uisrepresenting bastards, 

papers largely duplicate themselves in their conteht and with rare exceptions 
alsc filter cutu what Novenko has to have known. 30, they or le deceived. 





if you doubt the value of getting the AcCone interview this will renind me, He 
lied so extensively with his bare face hanging out that he turned the whole thing 
around to the w uestion and on that also he lied. The real question was not was 
Nosenko dvupendable, Oswald a Russian agent, but was he Cli. You'a never guess 
this from the McVone interview or the Nogenko paperge “obody in his rivht aind ever 
dreamed that “suald was a Russian agente McCone lied even in saying the pepers hd 
been withheld from the Warren Comission. 1 have for you the staff evaluation of theme 


These papers were never properly subject to classification (Confidential only). 
Ky preliminary inguiries indicsta they were decdassified in the governm-nt's interest, 
& strong hint virtually a stotement that the CTA did it. They wers declassified at 
kuxdk2e two different recent times. The first coincides roughiy with the appearance 
of a delayed story in the New York Nines, & ploy I killed in a WPTG Psnorams broade 
cast versus the planter, one Jones Harris, and Howard Willens, wha I freely predict 
will not again appear on TV on the Warren poport. It was a fale story that the 
members ot the Wargen Commission (read the libersl Warren) deliberately sup reseed 
even from its trufsted staff the sainted doover's fesr that there was en Ysewald 
imposter in Russia. The actuality i: that the suppressing was by the F&I and the 
papers were never withheld from the staff. But the time of declassification of the 
first oi these sosenko papers coincides with the appearance of that story in the 
NYTimes, by Jen Franklin, The second declassification, of the staff memo, 
coincides with the Schorr story. +i was declassified the 7th and used four days later. 
Misused, that ise . 


Une of the reasons these papers hac. to be withheld is uot to destooy their dice 
proof of some of whet the Warren “eport intended to say from the first (I have the 
first outline of their work). 


i think it is transparent that the FBI questioned Nosenko while he was in CIA 
protective custody. It is also obvious that the CIA did its own questioning and 
there are no such papers in the file. However, for both of us, 1 have azked for ail 
the papers of the Warren Commission declassified out of the regular order and for all 
declassified CIA papers. I'll be confirming it in writing and I dig it in such haste 
that I didn't have my checkbook with me and borrowed @ blenk check from the right 
official, wrote in my bank and name, end paid in advance. If I'd not been overwork a 
and ili i'd not have foreotten thic and would have done it Saturday, by aatl, , 


Everybody wili invoke national security anu 1 think that depending on the judge 
they can be beaten. There cap Qe quite a press conference if not, with a lot of 
relevant stufi on why the court will have becn lied to in the invocation of national 
sechrity. If you decide you will want to go the way + recommend, don + be toc discouraged 
by the though? of beating a dationslesecurity clain. Jim and I have ddne it because 
of the amount of work I've done in the past ac the evidence I've accumulated. li ig 
not a discouraging prospect in this cese and can you imagine not havine to face it 
at some pojat? If vou agree, I ctromzly cncourase You to pick your ground for thig 
fight, not theirs, 


What we would want in this PUI suit is limited to what the CLA and #5I got from 
Nosenko about Oswald ana bis connections and the tamiy into which he married, ail 


yous youd snd the Cla has to have intereepts of mail to Oswald if net from him. i 
have just learned of 16 letters he wrote irom iiinsk not published and a friend is 
going to look xm at one soon. The wother has them and while she is a nut there is 
prospect we can get something from her, 30, we sue for what was witahebd that could 
no properly be under the law, 1 hope the value of this is &prarcnt to you a. it 
relates to your suit and client and as it relates to the Weight that can be siven to 
the word of your adversaries inhourt. 


This may all secm hiteor-miss and farout out to you anc 1 realize that I'n 
jumping around in an area with which you may have little familiarity. Please if 
you have this feeling ask Jim what wy track record is os it. 


Wat follows I asi you to keep in confidence. I'm givine you en idea ot the 
pou ntial anc of the risk I personally am w: to run to help you, becauss it cay 
endanse. 2 bool £ laid aside and sucd for tuat 1/27 transcript to ete (I beve another 
on ‘itis for you, too, real Vrwellian.) One oi Uswald's friendly contact in the U.S. 
eubassy in Moscow figured in the Penkovsky case. He serviced one of renkovaky's 
dropse is cover was that of a doct a. liis official euployment was Air Sorce, None 
of this ig in the Warren saterialae “t was all hiddan fron theme as i recall. i 
have enough collected for the partij“written book Agent Oswuld. 


All of this, of course, is without ‘mowledge of tue nature of the damage to your 
client. Perhips if and whan 1 know wore I'll be able to make other su estions. fou 
can be sure that the Cia wili lie. Sometines, like the PBL, they Gepend on semantics. 
“nus when I tell them that 1 bave copies (ana they are carvons) of Cia surveillance 
on me they lie aad say there was none. When I ask for copies of what tiny got Crow 
other agencies they also lie and say Shey beve nothings +t ia par. the Air Force, 
whose fileg on me 1 have in one case examined ana in tuo cases have tae File numbexs 
of, tells me they have a:.d had none. in writings I am certain the CIA internepted 
much of my foreign mail end can§t imagin: thoir net havins inétrcested thet to behind 
the iron curtaing Some was catualiy stolen when there uas the chance a book that 
Suggested Uswala was an agent might be printed. Other was d@layed until a deal for a 
book in England was «Killed, 


i encourage you to master the doctrine in the i/27 tranesript in whitewas IV: 
perjury is the Cla's highest dedication, the ubbinate in patriotism. authority, Dulles. 
(Elsewhere. iticherd Ruseell.) 


There secas to me to be a number of connections possible between your case 
and several I asked “im to speak to you ebout that he has for me. “nz will tell. 
i believe mine can be much more extensive, involving a large number of agereies and 
all violative of the first smendment and having no other real purpose. The most 
subversive thing I've ever belonged to was a Cli front, the Newspaper Suild, 


in ths Heine case the 8.B.Willioms firm was part of the defense. They really 

representsd the Sit, ind when they leapfed i was writing a book critical of the 
Warren Comission they let the statute of limitations run on a case already won, as 
im can tell you. It had established the precedent and when 1 was pro se because o2 
them the judge told the governacnt that he had already ruled (in the first of two 
cases) and the only wuestion was proving the new CALA TES » the Warren Coumission's 
first crisis, in the words oi that eminent expert erald “ord, was what to do to get 
around the evidence that Uswald had been 4 federal agent. ayde just coincidence but 
the fact is fact. 


The ijeier case affidavit deals with domestic operations and the kinds of peonle 
who wore of interest to the Cla. Like Teddy “ennedy, Hugh Heffner, Tommy Douglas 
(Canada), Hubert Humphrey andi mfay others all, clearly, not of srover intelligence 
interest and nene within the CTA's responsibili « The story is that this was done 
through an flasset," Howard Hughes" operations. Mere I have done an esormous amount 
in a book I had to lay aside in September for my work on the Ray case. I've never been 
ehle to get back to it. It needs oniy editing.A very roggh draft is completed. But the 
unexposed dowsstic operations anc their Watergate operations are mind-blowing. so is 
what is stili not reported about Nixon's connections «with Watergate flgures prior 
to Watergate. and Pord's! ineg@uding assassinations p&anoed a2. currently in the aews. 


=*ve run out of tims, Dont be scared. iiuch of this will fit toxzether. 
. - ” ° a 
: Sort 143 preectty hoc gfeliion jot - astily, 


“srold Weisberg 


